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MEMORANDUM.

Paintiff was incarcerated in the lonia Maximum Correctiona Facility in 1993, and the Alger
Maximum Correctiond Fecility in 1994. His consolidated gppedls arise out of chalenges he made at
each facility to the Michigan Department of Corrections (MDOC) practice of opening mail addressed
to plantiff from the Michigan Attorney Generd, outside of plaintiff’s presence. Although the lonia case
was initidly filed in date court, it was later removed to federa court, and 4ill later remanded for
consderation of the state-law clams only. The loniatrid court granted summary disposition on these
date law clamsin favor of the MDOC (without specifying the basis). In the Alger case, which appears
to contain both state and federa clams, the trid court granted summary disposition againgt plaintiff due
to the res judicata effect of the decison in the lonia case. Plaintiff gppeds of right from both decisions,
which were consolidated. We affirm.

After careful consideration of the record and issues presented, we find no error.  Although we
are mindful of the federal court’s decisons interpreting 42 USC § 1983 in this area, see eg.,
Muhammad v Pitcher, 35 F3d 1081 (CA6, 1994), there is no prohibition in state law against opening
mail from the Attorney Generd of Michigan and ingpecting it for contraband outside the presence of the
inmate. Thus, the lonia court did not err in dismissing that metter. Similarly, since the date-law issues
had recently been determined, and the federa courts were Hill litigating the federdl condtitutiona issues,
the Alger court’ s decision was correct in every respect.

* Circuit judge, Stting on the Court of Appedls by assgnment.
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Affirmed.
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